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THE QUESTION OF WAR AND PEACE 












The events of the past few months have proven completoly illusory the liborals' 
once-bright hope that tho United Nations could be an instrument for establishing 
world peace and the besis of a free, prosperous and happy world. There can be no 
doubt today that the UN has failed to accomplish its aims. It has shown itself 
absolutely useless in mediating the conflict between Russia and the United States, 

a conflict which assumes greater and more threatening proportions with the passage 

of time, It is unable to solve even the rclatively minor problem of Palestine, 
because of the conflicting big-power interosts. And less than three yoors after 
the end of the Second World War, talk of a new war has given way to preparations 
for it. If we can compare the present period with that before the last war, it 
would probably be correct to say that wo are alrondy in the post-Munich period, 

After allowing itself to be out-maneuvered in Czechoslovakia, America is prepar- 

ing for any future crisis by rebuilding its military might and consolidating its 

control of Western Europe through the medium of the Marshall Plan. The purpose of 
this latter is made clear by the fact that the U.S. found it impossible to work 

! through the United Nations, in which Russia had a controlling veto, 

































We do not think that the failure of the United Nations can be laid to defects in its 
organizational structure, the existence of the veto power, or the bad will of the 
diplomats who participate in its deliberations; rather, wo believe it to be the 
inevitable fate of an international organization composed of and dominated by bas- 
jeally hostile'and conflicting nations. Faced with this not-unexpected failure of 
the United Nations to solve the basic conflict between Russia and America, the 
question arises; what course of action is now open? The answers which are given 
to this question obviously reflect the various interests of those who reply, but 
here we wish to examine them exclusively in torms of their implied consequences. 


——— 


First,there is the position of those who openly declare their support of American 
foreign policy up to and including war with Russia, With the arguments of the 
Deweys and Stassens, who base themselves on a belief in the virtues of Gad, the 
family and the eternal goodness of the American Way of Life, we do not wish to 
take issue. More appealing are the arguments of those, who, while not denying the 
imperfections of an Amorican class society, point to Russia as the antithesis of 
a free and democratio order and as an expanding power, the main threat to a so- 
cialist and democratic ideal. On this basis, they declare their support of 
America as the "lessor evil" to Stalinist totalitarianism. Even if we were to 
grant that America is "better" than Russia in the sense that its internal struc- 
ture allows greater individual freedom in general and a much larger degree of 
democratic rights to the labor movement in-particular, this does not mean that 
it is either capable or desirous of fighting a war for freedom and democracy, not 
to mention socialism. 


To demonstrate this last point, it is only necessary to point out the history of 
the recently concluded war, to remomber that it also was presumably fought for the 
| same ideals of international democracy for which we are now being exhoted to 
fight again. In the Atlantic Charter, that far-famed document which set forth 
the ostensible war aims of "our" side, the Allies claimed as their goal the estab- 
lishment of a post-war world basedon democracy and self-detormination. Their 
representatives described its promises as "sertain common principles in the na- 
tional policies of their respective countries on which they base their hopes for 
a better future for tho world." The signatory nations, including Russia, renounced 
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territorial agrandizemont. They declared their respect for"the right of all peo- 
ples to choose the form of gdernment under which they will live." They promised 
that they desired to see "no territorial changes that do not accord with the 
freely expressed wishes of the peoples concerned. They promised to further the 
enjoyment of nations to “access, on equal terms, to the trade and raw materials 
of the world which are needed for their economic prosperity." This, among other 
principles, was promised to "all states, great or small, victor or vanquished." 
(Our emphasis throughout.) For these principles, then, the peoples of the world 
were called upon to fight an otherwise meaningless war; in their name Henry Wal- 
lace and his latter-day friends called upon the American workers to give up their 


right to strike. 





But when we come to examine what the Allies actually did, not what they said, we 
find that the principles of the Atlantic Charter were shamelessly abandoned in 
favor of "unconditional surrender" and the cold and naked demands of "national in- 
terest." Unconditional surrender meant that the Charter was not to apply to two 
of the world's most highly industrialised and advanced nations. Germany, for ex- 
ample, was not to be allowed to choose freely her own government. Her industries 
were prostrated by the most ruthless plundering and despoilment ev-r carried out 
by civilized nations and millions of her people were subjected to imprisonment in 
Russian labor camps. And if the principle of no territorial changes without the 
consent of the peoples concerned was not violated, it was only on the basis of 
using that atrocious method made infamous by Hitler: the mass transplantation of 
populations from their century-long homelands. And then we learned that the 
Charter did not apply to Eastern Europe - in which another hundred million people 
live, The Baltic countries, as well as Eastern Poland, Bessarabia and Ruthenia, 
were "liberated from the clutches of the German fascists and their Baltic tools" 
by having their bounderies "adjusted" in accordance with "the deep-seated wish of 
the West Ukrainian and White Russian masses to be reunited with their brothers of 
the Ukrainian and Russian nation within the boundaries of the Soviet Union" (sic) * 
The rest of Eastern Europe was granted the provilege of choosing freely the gov- 
ernment designated by the locel NKVD amd Red Axmy commander. Outside of Europe, 
the “war against tyranny" did not mean that France geve up her colonies in North 
Africa or Indo-China, nor that the Netherlands withdrew from Indonesia, nor that 
Britain abolished its slave-compounds in South Africa. Whatever its motivation, 


the effect of the Atlantic Charter was absolutely nil. 


This applies to America as well as to Russia and the colony holders. For it was 
America which at Yalta and Potsdam agreed and consented to every proposal of Stal- 
in comerning territorial "adgustments," reparations, the use of war prisoners for 
slave labor, transfer of populations, etc. This is what the Stalinists refer to 
as "Roosevelt's earnest efforts at collaboration with the Soviet Union." This is 
the policy which Wallace advocates returning to. But those who advocate a stren- 
uous prosecution of the cold war have little room for complaint. It was American 
policy which aided and contributed to the growth of Stalin into a force capable 
of threatening Amcrican interests in Western Europe - by letting him turn Eastern 
Europe into a prison-house of nations. The people of Czechoslovakia can today 
mourn the fact that Roosevelt (and Benes) "betrayed" the Atlantic Charter; Ameri- 


can statesmen can only admit bankruptcy. 


But, claims the New Leader, it is possible to rectify our error by now carrying out 
@ vigorous policy against Russian totalitarianism. Thus they advocate policies 








* Lest the reader think these are purely imaginary quotations, we hasten to inform 
him that they appear in an article in the February 1946 issue of Political Af. 
fairs entitled (characteristically) "Oust the Trotskyites from the Labor and Pro- 


gressive Movement." 
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which must inevitably lead to war. This brings us to our original point: what 
could be the consequences of Stalin's dofeat by America, assuming now that it 
could be achieved short of the destruction of most of the world, including the 
United States? Would thore then be the possibility of permanent peace? Would 
there then be freedom and democracy established throughout the world? We have 
seen that a “war against tyranny” does not necessarily bring about the establish- 
ment of freedom. The defeat of Hitler's totalitarianism ended in the threatened 
domination of Stalin, A war with this result is certainly not worth while: We 
do not think that any war which America could fight would end in anything but the 
establishment of an American brand of totalitarianism. That is why we are abso- 
lutely and unconditionally against any war which America might undertake against 
Russia, America is not, in the long run, a "lesser evil:" it can only replace 
Russia as the chief oppressor of nations and destroyer of liberty. This is the 
only possible result of an American victory; everything in America's past action 
and present practice points to it. America's whole policy toward Stalin was not 

a "mistake" as our liberal friends would aver; it was Stalin's price for keeping 
Europe in subjection, and it was worth that price to America. Where has America 
ever supported a genuinely democratic movement? What was its role in Spain, and 
what is its policy toward Franco today? Whom does it support in Greece: the Lib- 
erals (who are in prison!) or the Monarchists (who put thom there)? Whom docs it 
support in China other than tho military dictator Chiang? How many South Ameri- 
can puppets stay in power by virtue of American assistance, amd how many democrat- 
ic movements have been crushed with the aid of American guns and money? What 
would be the result of the domination of the world by America other than a contin- 
uation and extention of this policy of bolstering reactionary regimes and suppres- 
sing every popular movement throughout the world which might threaten its inter- 
ests? And toward what are we moving here at home? An anti-labor congress has 
handed severe blows to the union movement; in its struggle against Stalin, America 
is forced to adopt his methods, methods which are compatible only with standards 
of totalitarianism, The mobilization for war will demand the reinstitution of 
strict controls over economic activity and labor. And because of the widespread. 
presence of the Stalinists in the labor movement, together with the fact that the 
war will be fought under the slogans of "anti-communism) this will mean increased 
government control of the labor unions, with its accompanying outlawing of strikes, 
etc. It will mean of course, long before the war, the introdwtion of universal 
military training, already in prospect, and this can only be a step toward com- 
plete militarization of the country, again in the pattern of Hitler and Stalin. 





The witchhunt against the Stalinists will be extended to all dissident and opposi- 
tion groups (the list of "subversive" organizations included all of the non-Stal- 
inist radical parties as well as party-line organization). Already conformity is 
being demanded as the price of employment. We are even &rying to copy Stalin's 
"secret weapon” - the Stalinist "fifth columns" - by creating our own fifth col- 
umns in the image of Stalin and Hitler. This was the purpose of the special ap- 
propriation to the State Department to be used at its discretion to support pro- 
American movements in the countries under Stalin's domination. In order to fight 
totalitarianism, America already finds it necessary to adopt many of the methods 
of totalitarianism. Can you imagine what will happen if war really does come? 
For these reasons then, war is not a solution to the present crisis, and evory- 


thing must be done to prevont it. 


If, then, support of America in its conflict with Russia can have no progressive 
consequences, what other course remains open? With the position of the Stalinists, 
who openly work for a victory of Stalinist Russia, we need not concern ourselves, 
since with them, as with Dewey and Stassen, we have nothing in common. Rather, we 
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propose to deal with that variant of their position which now receives its popular- 
ity through its espousal by Henry Wallace. As we will try to show, in the immedi- 
ate situation the program of Wallace is the program of stalinism, but this is not 
true subjectively for many non-Stalinists who support him. Therefore, it is 


worthy of examination. 


Henry Wallace, the ideologist of the “democratic” war and the Century of the Common 
Man, calls for Peace on the basis of Russia and America mutually recognizing the 
legitimate interests of the other and not seeking to expand beyom the sphere of 
interest assigned to it. Whether such a program, unrealistic as it is at present, 
would achieve peace in the long run is highly doubtful; we doubt if either Russia 
or America can maintain their internal stability without resorting to foreign 
adventures. But we wish to raise another point at this time, namely: how will 
this program bring about the defeat of Stalin? Obviously it won't, since it isn't 
intended to. Indeed, Wallace doesn't want to since he believes that Russia, un- 
like America, has “economic democracy." Although he openly states his preference 
for free enterprise capitalism, and has on occasion condemned "communism", never- 
theless his position is that Stalin is "good enough for the Russians." To this 
extent he supports Russia because he includes no program for its defeat. Now, 
while we have saken great pains to show why we are against any victory over Russia 
by America, we are for the defeat of Stalin. Concretely, this means that we wish 
to see the nations which Russia occupies restored to independence, the territories 
she has annexed given self-determination, the war prisoners who remain alive in her 
slave labor camps returned to their homelands. Further, we are for the abolition 
of slave labor in Russia itself, for the re-establishment of "political democracy,” 
and, above all, for the overthrow of the Stalin police-dictatorship. We, unlike 
Wallace, are unwilling to give support to the continued existence of Stalinist 
totalitarianism, even as we are unwilling to support American capitalism. It is 
because he tacitly supports Russia, that he has a program which can only serve the 
interests of Stalin, it is this reason which justifies our characterization of his 


movement, entirely apart from its organizational composition and control. 





How, then, is this result to be brought about? We have already seen that America 
offers no solution which could be a better alternative. And without some stimulus 
from outside, there seems little hope of revolt in Russia itself. If neither 
Washington nor Moscow offers a way out, the only solution is that of a third alter- 
native, a way which avoids the consequences of both American imperialism and Stal- 
inist totalitarianism. That alternative lies in the construction of a third, 
socialist force, one which, as opposed to both Russia and America, will be capable 
of struggling for real freedom and democracy. Why could such a force accomplish 
this task? In the first place, a socialist regime would not retain any colonial 
empire, so that it would not be fighting for the oppression of other peoples; such 
a country would not need to promote the program of unconditional surrender in order 
to destroy a commercial rival, but would call for unity with dofeated Germany on 
the basis of a socialist economy. And above all, it would not, in the name of 
fighting totalitarianism, destroy every vestige of liberty among its own people. 
The creation of a socialist force in Europe or elsewhere is by no means an easy 
task, If it were accomplished, it would have to contend not only with Stalinist 
Russia, but with capitalist America, which up until now has shown no inclination 
to support any "socialist" regime which did not subordinate itself to America. 

But on the other hand, the task is not hopeless, if only because it is the only 
altermtive which can satisfy the aspirations of the peoples of the world for 


peace and freedom. 
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RASSEMBLEMENT DEMOCRATIQUE ET REVOLUTIONAIRE 





Readers who have been following our notes on France each quarter will remember that 
we dealt largely with the two great political forces there contending for power - 
the right wing De Gaullist party and the Stalinists., They will also remember the 
mention made of progress toward unification between the French Trotskyists and 
substantial groups that had broken with the leadership of the government "Social- 
ists" and were moving is. the direction of revolutionary Marxism. The latest de- 
velopments, however, involve far broader currents and have taken place with 
remarkable speed. A new political trend, known as the RDR (Rassemblement Demo- 
cratique et Revolutionnaire - Revolutionary Democratic Front) has been launched 
with the publication of a manifesto signed by an imposing array of left wing 
French Intellectuals and politicals coming from entirely different directions. 
This manifesto marks their declaration of independence with regard to the tradi- 
tional leaders of French labor politics - the Socialists and the Stalinists - 

and calls for a return to independent revolutionary politics. 


Thoir program can be summed up in the phrase, “Neither Washington nor Moscow," or, 
more generally, "for the third camp." However, there has been ao much fanfare 
made about the Third Front constituted in France by the Socialists and the Cathol- 
ic MRP that a word is necessary about the vast difference between tho third camp 
concept put forward by the RDR, essentially similar to that advanced in the past 
by revolutionary socialists, and the spurious Third Front of the French govern- 
ment. This latter is simply an artificial parliamentary concoction of all partics 
opposed (or supposodly opposed) to both Gaullists and Stalinists. From the start 
it compromises the Socialists hopelessly in the eyes of the mass of workers, be- 
cause it makes them share the responsibility for running the govornment which 
seeks to stabilize the corroded and declining French economy on the backs of the 
workers. The Socialists as a government party have to try to keep the workers 
from striking in defiance of the government wage freeze. Since each year since 
the liberation has seen wages fall further and further behind living costs, the 
Socialists have become completely discredited in the workers’ movement because of 
their role. Their bourgeois partners in the governmont coalition are tied by a 
thousand threads, ideological and material, to the Gaullist camp, and are incapa- 
ble of conducting a real struggle against it. In short, the Third Front of the 
French Social Democrats a la Blum is merely the repetition of governmental coali- 
tionism against the "greater evil," as doomed to failure now as it was in pre-war 
France of the Popular Front, as it was in 1932 when the Social Democrats supported 
Hindenburg against Hitler. 


The RDR Manifesto, on the other hand, calls for independence of the revolutionary 
movement with respect to the government as well as with respect to both the great 
imperialist powers of tho world, the U.S. and Russia. Furthermore, an especially 
great advance is made by dropping any distinction in regard to Russia, based on 
any idea that Russia is automatically more progressive because of its national- 
ized economy, even though nationalization is divorced from any democratic control 
by the masses. This is especially important because until now the revolutionary 
movement in France represented by the Trotskyist P.C.I. and the expelled left 
wing Socialist groups, adhered in its overwhelming majority to the position of 
defense of the Soviet Union, and as a result was unable to clearly distinguish 
itself from the Stalinists. Rather they seemed up to now like a left wing of the 
Communist party, merely calling for more radical demands and tactics, Now there 
looms the possibility of a substantial party that combinos an independent revolu- 
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tionary class approach with an understanding of the absolute death to all freedom 
represented by the Stalinists. 


Undoubtedly recent evonts in Europe have brought about a sharp revulsion of fecling 
on the part of intellectuols previously sympathetic to Stalinism, or at least 
previously reconciled to it as a "form of socialism." Tho signers of the Mani- 
festo are to a great extent such people. For example there is Jean-Paul Sartro, 
the famous existentialist, philosopher and writer. One can find in last summer's 
French number of Politics an article by Sartre, typical of his political writings 
up to now, in which his basic point of departure is support of the political aims 
of the Marxist movement cornmined with an identification of tho Communist party 
with Marxism. His signature bolow the Manifesto represents a complete about-faco, 
Six editors of Franc Ti:vour are likewise among the signers. This paper, a daily 
with 300,000 circulation, born in tho resistance movement, has a greater circula- 
tion among the Parisian workers than l‘'Humanitd. Up to a few months ago it con- 
sistently acted as an apologist for the Stalinist line. Today its editorials sup- 
port the RDR. David Rousset is another signer. Rousset, when caught by the Nazis 
and shipped to Buchenwald, was tho leador of the French Trotskyists. When he re- 
turned to France he became famous for his magnificent studies of concentration 
camp life, but he dropped out of political activity because he had come to the 
conclusion that Stalinism represented progress, in however repugnant a form. Now 
he returns to positive political action. Jean Rous, another leading signer, rep- 
resents an opposite, yet similar, case. A leading Trotskyist before the war, 

Rous lost heart when tho Nazi juggernaut rolled over France, gave up the revolu- 
tionary perspective and emerged after the war a member of the Socialist Party. He 
soon rose to its Directing Committee. His signature is accompanied by that of 
four other members of the Directing Committee and four Socialist members of the 
Chamber of Deputies. Finally, there are the signatures of those Socialists who 
had already broken with the party of Blum last year, together with the signatures 
of a large part of the leadership 6f the French Trotskyists. 





Over fifteen hundred people attended the RDR organization meeting in Paris. Sinco 

then the first rally has boen called and organization is proceeding throughout 

the country. Although the organization is extremely loose, with very diverse ele- 
ments, there is every likelihood that in it gan mature the alternative needed in 
every European country today, a mass revolutionary socialist party capable of 
successfully asserting the socialist porspective agaimt the two imporialist jug- 
gernauts. At any rate, the formation of a new party means at least a break in tho 
tendency for political life to crystalize along hard and fast Stalinist or Gaulle 
ist lines. Tho possibility arises for the construction of a genuine third force. 


-- Saul Mendelson 
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THE CAMPAIGN FOR JOB EQUALITY ON STATE STREET 





The battle for fair employment practices in Illinois, twice lost in the State Legis- 
lature, is now being waged on State Street. More than a year ago two young ladies 
applied for jobs as salesgirls at a State Street department store, in response to 
a “help-wanted" notice in the daily papers. One girl had two years' experience at 
similar work, wlthough none was required of applicants; the other had never worked 
before. The inexperienced girl got the job; five minutes later, the same person- 
nel clerk told the experienced applicant that "no more positions were open.” The 
girl who got the job was white; the other, Negroes 


That wasn't news. For years the kind of jobs open to Negroes on State Street ran 
the gamut from broom-pushing to warehouse-loading and, at the time,no one made any 
special effort to hide it. Illinois has no FEPC law, and the State Street mer- 
chants, in coalition with downstate interests, had the money and the pressure to 
kill such legislation in Springfield. 


Our two young ladies, however, were members of the Committee on Racial Equality, 
which also knew its own strength. Core's six-month drive had just ended the Jim- 
Crow hiring policies of Chicago's trade-name bakeries. A weekly picketline and a 
"don' t-buy-where-you-can't-work" campaign on the South Side had cracked the Wonder 
Bread Corporation and the other major companies had fallen into line immediately. 


CORE began the State Street campaign by calling for help. Into a newly-formed Coun- 
cil for Job Equality on State Street came Homer Jack's Chicago Council Against 
Racial and Religious Discrimination, a number of religious groups, representatives 
of AVC, a handful of CIO and AFL labor unions who were trying to organize the em- 
ployees of the State Street stores, student representatives from the University of 
Chicago, Roosevelt College, Wright Junior College, the Socialist Workers Party, the 
Workers Party and the Young Peoples Socialist League. Thoy elected Gerald Bullock, 
chairman of CORE, to head the Council. 








The Council first went out ami got the facts; how many people the big State Street 
stores employed; how many employees were Negro and in what capacities they were 
employed; the volume of trade on State Street; the volume of Negro trade; the 
stores with the highest percentage of Negro customers. - 


The Council then approached the personnel managers of each store and asked to talk 
the matter over. Nobody wanted to talk. When the pressure was increased, the 
Council was referred to the Association of State Street Merchants, which represents 
@ll the stores together. They didn't want to talk either. The pressure was in- 
creased again, and the merchants agreed on a time and place to begin negotiations. 
They never showed up. 


That was August, 1947. CORE was ready to go ahead with the technique that had 
brought results before: select the store with the largest volume of Negro trade, 
throw a picketline around it, and make every effort to cut sales, Other branches 
of CORE had done just that in eastern cities - and won the fight in New York, 
Pittsburgh, Boston and Cleveland. 


But then an internal conflict within the Council forced plans to be postponed. Con- 
servative elements opposed any kind of mass militant action. Supposedly militant 
groups threw up their hands in horror at the thought of putting a picketline on 
State Street. Homer Jack led the opposition to strike action and (even at a time 
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when he was still on its executive board) busied himself warning other groups not 
to join the Council. The resulting stalemate lasted through the fall. By January 
the dissenters had pulled out; the remaining organizations made their plans, 
Through the efforts of the U. of C. Chapter, AVC area council was induced to sup- 
port the campaign. Goldblatt's had by far the largest proportion of Negro trade. 
That made it the logical first objective of a struggle that would be difficult un- 


der the best of conditions. 


The loss of its right wing elements was apparently compensated for by the adherence 
to the Council of a large number of unions and other organizations uaually consid- 
ered under Communist party influerce. Then - a week before the deadline = AYD, 
the NMU, UFEW and other similar unions walked out. The reason - ostensibly, at 
any rate - was their fear that the choice of Goldblatt's weuld increase anti-Semit- 
ism among Negroes. This despite the fact that two days earlier, after raising the 
question, they had heard a long and careful explanation from Gerald Bullock, on 
the necessity of beginning at Goldblatt's, the possibilities of reducing both Ne- 
gro and white trade there, and the techniques that could be employed to guard 
against the danger of increesed anti-semitic feeling. At the time these groups 
had agreed and voted to remain. Then they walked out without notice, saying that 
they intended to picket the Fair Store. It was at this time also that the SWP 
ceased to participate in the work of the Council. 


The long-planned picketline arrived outside Goldblatt's late one Monday afternoon, 
some 150 strong. Monday is one of Goldblatt's two biggest shopping days. The 
store executives took a hurried look at the pickets, their signs and their leaf- 
lets and began to "negotiate." A vice-president met with the leaders of the Coun- 
cil and with Alderman Archibald Carey under the confused auspices of Police Cap- 
tain Barnes, head of the labor-baiting industrial squad and self-styled mediator. 
His contribution to the discussion was to rub his hands together and exclaim, at 
regular three-minute intervals, "Well, now wo're making progress.” Goldblatt's 
vice-president offered to carry our message to Joel Goldblatt himself if the pick- 
etline was called off. (The Council's protest had been delivered at least six 
times previously). He couldn't speak for Mr. Goldblatt, of course, and a decision 
on hiring Negro sales-people was up to the big boss alone. In the same breath, he 
added that no decision was necessary since no discrimimtion existed. The picket- 


ing began. 





At this writing - three months later - the picketline is still there. It is clear 
that Negro trade has dropped sharply, and that there has been a slight drop in 
white trade as well. Two difficulties remain: tho neoar-impossibility of getting 
any publicity in Chicago's advertisement-conscious newspapers (the Negro press in- 
cluded) and the need for more support on the picketline. The number of pickets in 
the next several weeks may make the difference between success and failure. 


The response of the other State Street merchants has been consistently negative. The 
State Street Association has elected Joel Goldblatt president for the first time. 
Most of the big stores have "negotiated," which is to say they have refused point- 
blank to hire Negro personnel at skilled jobs. The one exception, Marshall Field's, 
is presywmably waiting for a report on the success of an interracial policy in 


eastern cities before making any decision. 


The State Street stores exercise a tremendous influence, both economic and in mer- 
chandising techniques, on other stores in Chicago. Victory or defeat on State 
Street means victory or defeat elsewhere. Victory and a successful period of in- 
ter-racial employment in the big stores would be a powerful argument for passage 








STUDENT PARTISAN = SPRING QUARTER 1948 








of an Illinois FEPC. 


But a victory means more volunteers for the picketline - now. The line runs daily 
from nine to five and until nine p.m. on Mondays. Support at the moment is coming 
only from students at Roosevelt College and the University of Chicago, CORE mem- 
bers, a few trade union representatives, and voluntcers from the Young Peoples 
Socialist League and the Workers Party. On the U. of C. campus, the most active 
support has come from the campus chapters of CORE and AVC and the Politics Club. 
The Council has asked all of its participating organizations, as well as sympathet- 
ic groups and individuals to assume the responsibility for regular picket assign- 
ments. It is also asking for support from previously unaffiliated organizations. 


The Goldblatt campaign is the acid test of the sincerity of any group in its atti- 





tude toward the operation of racial discrimination. Homer Jack has promised 
another picketline, at another store, but none is forthcoming. The picketline at 
the Fair, threatened by the organizatiorswhioh walked out of tho Goldblatt campaign, 
has never materialized. Meanwhile, the stores stay Jim Crow. 


-- Jack Geiger 





WE DARE YOU _ to examine our left-wing section 
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WE DARE YOU to listen to our "F M" radio and 
say we don't have good taste in 
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WE DARE YOU to accept the high prices we pay 
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THE PALESTINE PROBLEM 





American Zionism is confused. It cannot understand or accept President Truman's 
"betrayal." President Truman's statement rejecting partition as the solution of 
the Palestine problem “leaves the world with a deep sense of misgiving and skepti- 
cism in the light of the vacillation, indecision and turnabout of his government," 
writes the New Palestine, official organ of the Zionist Organization of America, 
in its major editorial on March 31. 





At one time only the left forces in Zionism diagnosed the action of the big powers 
in Palestine as a design to extend and reinforce their own imperialist position 
regardless of the effects such action might have on the aspirations of world Jewry 
or the survival of European DP's, disregarding any other "humanitarian" consider- 
ations. Today, however, the rightist general Zionists, together with the extrome 
nationalists and the labor Zionists have taken this “anti-imperialist"* position 
as a base for any action, whether it be socialist or fascist in content. As a re- 
sult of this recently formulated and broadly accepted “anti-imperialist" stand 
taken by the Zionists, together with the strategic indecision of the United Na- 
tions on Palestine, the problem of the control of the Holy Land becomes more com- 
plicated in contempoary politics. 


There are three areas in which action relevant to the problem is taking place. One 
is within the ranks of American Zionism, another is in the Jewish community in 
Palestine, and the third - and perhaps most important - is in the area of big 
power-Middle East politics. An acute situation which has resulted from a conflict 
of forces within these threes areas threatens the destruction of Palestinian Jewry. 


We shall try to analyze some of these forces. 


American Zionists can be divided roughly into two groups: general Zionists and 
labor Zionists, the numerical ration being morc than two to one in favor of the 
general Zionists. The general Zionists are a somewhat amorphous group held to- 
gether by its interest in reconstructing a Jewish homoland in Palcstines; its lead- 
ership is conservative. The membershipis largely composed of middle-and upper 
middle-class Jewry, who support Palestine by investing private capital and Nation- 
al Funds in its expanding economy. This means that control of the administration 
of Zionist funds is substantially in the hands of the rightists, to be used in 


ways which further their aims. 


Labor Zionism in the United States, like this country's apolitical labor movement, 


has always been weak compared to Europe. Whereas Labor Zionism in Europe domin- 
ated the organization, in the U. 5. it constitutes a minority. Although 70% of 
the total Jewish population in Palestine is organized in the General Federation 
of Labor, that percentage of Labor Zionists is almost reversed in America. Previ- 
ously, however, Labor Zionism had received a majority position in the world Zion= 
ist organization because of its strength in Europe. The degree to which the ex- 
termination of European Jewry depleted the ranks of labor was evidenced in the 
composition of the last World Zionist Congress in 1946. There, for the first time, 
the parties of the right, heavily bolstered by large delegations from the U. S. 
(which had, in part, been swung from center to right-wing) carried clear majori- 
ties. Labor Zionists in this country support the Mapai, the social domocratic 


majority party in Palestine. 





* The anti+imperialism of the genernl Zionists is a result of the recent British 
and American policy and. is a measure of expediency rather than a principled 
opposition to imperialism whatever its form or expression. 











STUDENT PARTISAN = SPRING QUARTER 1948 Page 11 








Since among the Zionists the general Zionists are the group with the greatest influ- 
ence on the American public today, it is relevant to examine their activities in 
the light of contemporary events. 


Although many general Zionists may not be in complete agreement with the activities 
of the American League for a Free Palestine, or the Hebrew Committee for National 
Liberation, these groups are fast gaining public support for a final, last-ditch 
fight for Palestine. That these groups are front organizations for the militar- 
istic terrorists is knowledge available to any observer. Men are boing recruited 
for an international volunteer force which, according to a report in the New York 
Times of March 30, numbered 2,600. A picture in the same issue of the Times 
shows a group of recruits signing up to fight. On the wall of the recruiting 
office is a poster which says, "Support the Irgun." At a rally in Madison Square 
Park on April 4, at which more than 100,000 persons heard Dr. Abba Hillel Silver 
denounce the policies of the U. S&S. State Department, members of the Stern Group 
distributed leaflets that bore the black-bordered inscriptions, "In Momoriam to 
the British Soldiers who will die in the Fight for the Freedom of Israel" and 
"British Soldiers will not leave Palestine May 15." 


The general Zionists are not denouncing the terrdrists. By not denouncing them, 
they are tacitly accepting terrorist action in Palestine.* What is this action? 
What is its influence on Jewish, Arab and British action? 


This brings us to the second area of action, Palestine. The Irgun and Stern groups, 
supported by the ultraenationalist Revisionist Party, present an immediate threat 
to the progressive democratic character of the Palestine labor movement. The 
terrorists and the Revisionists have a long history of extreme chauvinism, racial 
ideologies and strike-breaking. The Revisionists carried out attacks on the Arab 
populace in 1938-39 in violation of the Haganah policy for non-retaliation against 









innocent personse 


The aggressive military action of the Irgun and Sternists is well. known to newspa- 
per readers today. Their enti-labor acts are less publicized. The Irgun Zvai 
Leumi is responsible for bombing Arab workers in Haifa refineries, a place where 
Jews and Arabs worked together in peace even through the period of disturbances; 
this led to a retaliatory siaughter of 41 Jewish workers by the Arabs ina 
refinery. The agreement reached between the Haganah, the nationally supported 
Jewish militia, and the Irgun, legalizes the organization of this neo-fascist 
band. The conditions of the agreement allow the Irgunists, approximately 4,000 
in number, to form a separate brigade and plan its own operations, though it 
would inform the Haganah of its acts beforehand. 


It is significant to note that "American Zionist circles headed by Dr. Abba Hillel 
Silver are reported to have pressed for a union of the two forces." (New York 
Times, March 8) The terrorists, internally dictatorial in nature, have already 
‘been used as strike breakers and are furthermore pledged to an order based on 
"blood and slavery." They are the potential destroyers of the General Federation 
of Labor, the Histadrut. 


The effect of terrorist action is to support a national confflict between Arabs and 





* - This acceptance is not without its ambiguities and reservations. Intent on 
preserving their status as respectable and responsible negotiators, the general 
Zionists welcome terrorist activity because it strengthens their seriously im- 

paired bargaining position. At the same time, however, they cannot openly endorse 
this activity and bargain in "good faith." Thus terrorism has probably been ac- 
cepted as a fact but this does not seom to us to eliminate the desire of the re- 
spectable general Zionists to settle the issues amicably. -- Ed. 
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Jews, Peaceful economic cooperation between Arab and Jewish workers has been ob- 
literated. Though incidents can be sighted of military cooperation between Pales- 
tinian Arabs and the Haganah, the cumulative effect of Jewish and Arab terrorist 
action has decreased the possibility for collaboration between Arab and Jewish 
workers in the next few years at least, 


Arab terrorist bands are recruited by the Arab feudal lords from surrounding Arab 
countries. A bulletin on Middle East affairs published by Palcor, March 19, re- 
ports that by the end of February, Syrians in Palestine totaied about 2,500, of 
whom 500 entered Palestine January 9 and 10, 700 on January 21. Iraquis totaled 
about 2,500 who arrived in two large contingents on January 31 and February 24. 
The same bulletin reports that British constables and soldiers supposed to be 
guarding the border no longer man their posts, and traffic is allowed to flow 


freely. 


The Arab terrorists also function by supporting the nationalist war. Such a war as 
this postpones and prevents the development of an industrial economy in the Mid- 
dle East, which would threaten the feudal class rule of the Arab lords. 


At the date of writing, the Arab-Jewish fighting continues with great intensity, We 
have seen that such a war enables the Mufti and the Arab upper class to maintain 
their rule by postponing the breakdown of the feudal system and supplying demago- 
gy by which they rally the masses behind them. Further, it places power in the 
hands of neo-fascist, opportunistic, military, anti-labor forces within the Jew- 
ish community. The Bulletin, published by the Council on Jewish-Arab Cooperation, 
writes of the terrorists in its January-February issue: 


"The terrorist groups are in good part supported by the Jewish business 
class in Palestine and a part of the wealthy American Jews who, with their 
mass leaders, have taken over control of the major Zionist organizations 
in America. The terrorists have already succeeded in pruning down consid- 
erably the power of the Labor Federation and its hold on the younger gen- 
eration in Palestine. A long national conflict would help in further re- 
moving the Labor Federation and the labor idology from their present 


importance in Palestine." 


Under such circumstances, what kind of working class action is possible? To answer 
this question one must have a clearer picture of political parties in Palestine. 


The majority party, Mapai, is a social democratic labor party which composes 53% of 
the General Federation of Labor and 60% of the total population. It has directed 
its efforts more towards the building of Palestine as a country than towards the 
specific interests of the working class. To the right of Mapai are smaller part- 
ies, the Revisionists, the clerical Mizrachi party, and the extremely reactionary 
orthodox Agudath Israel. These are also joined by a right wing citizens block 
of the general Zionists. To the left of Mapai is the recently formed United 
Workers Party, resulting from a combination of the Hashomer Hatzair and Achdut 
Avoda parties who represent the two major federations of collective settlements 
and the socialist orientated working class elements, The United Workers Party 
represents 42% of the members within the General Federation of Labor. 


The social democratic Mapai does not have enough working olass support to maintain 
its leadership within the General Federation of Labor. Therefore, Mapai must form 
a coalition with eithor the capitalist-supported roligious and nationalist groups 
or with the anti-terrorist United Workers Party. 





ope 
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Mapai's position in determining the future policy of a Palestinian government is 
predicated on her position within the General Federation of Labor. The leadership 
of Maipai, though it does not want to alienate the working class, is still nation- 
alistically orientated ani, moreover, does not want to undertake its position with- 
out the support of capitalism. 


These facts, seen in the light of the present actions of Great Britain and the Uni- 
‘ ted States and the present state of war within Palestine, indicate that the 
choice is no longer up to the rank and file Jewish worker. 


If the United Nations accepts the United States’ proposal for trusteoship and the 
big powers succeed in stopping the warfare in Palestine, then it is probable that 
Mapai and the American general Zionists will again orient thomselves towards 
Britain and America. This is in the interest of America and Britain's anti-Rus- 
sian program. The United States needs Palestine as a base against Russia. How 
the United States will use Palestine as a pawn in her international design is yet 
to be seen. 


At any rate it is clear that the World Zionist Organization does not have a suffi- 
ciently strong base to act as an independent force, and in view of the present 
anti-Soviet drive it is unlikely that its respectable bourgeois will turn to the 
USSR. Consequently its goals can only be achieved through cooporation with the 
western powers. 


On the other hand warfare continues, the defense of Jewish lives will necessitate 
military action. This would logically be along nationalistio lines and take the 
form of a defense of Jewish accomplishments. Whether in the light of either al- 
ternative united working class action is possible is 4 moot point. But since 
neither situation presents a very hopeful solution to the Palestine problem, the 
Labor Zionists must continue their long-range policy of trying to cooperate with 
the Arab workers and progressive élements. Only on this basis can a genuine 
solution be implemented. «-Marilyn Winograd 
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HERMAN FINER S'EN VA-T-EN GUERRE 





or 


Notes on the War Question 





Under ordinary circumstances Mr. Finer's book* would take its place amidst those 
stately tomes that march with measured cadence true across the academic landscape, 
It might, in fact, soon reach a peaceful, dusty death as a footnote reference (op. 
cit.) in another book as drearily academic as it is itself. And this is said with 
Tittle invidiousness; certainly no more than that forgiveable measure of a reader 
who, after wading through Mr. Finer's obstacle course of brown prose, finds that 
the whole matter could have been better put in a mere pamphlet. Shorn, then, of 
its excursions into history, its legalism and muddy rhetoric, this book is import- 
ant in these extraordinary times, if only because it is the first to have issued 
a call for war just short of a call for war. If this seems unfair to Mr. Finer, 
please stay with us for a moment and see. 


Hidden in this morass of language and treaty-mongering there is, it must be admitted, 
a realistic mind. That is, unlike most professors of our day, Mr. Finer actually 
examines social reality; he does not live in the self-contained hothouse of "pure 
concepts." He does not, for example, like Professor F. S. C. Northrop, try to 
eradicate all social contradictions by sewing variant ideologies into a homespun 
Joseph's coate Mr. Finer is at least - bless his errant soul in this age of Thom- 
ism, existentialism and Toynbee-ticks, - a good old-fashioned British empiricist 
who, if he cannot order the facts at least sees them. 


And from this we can accrue at least one solid advantage: Mr. Finer's dissection of 
the “wald-government” chimera is one of the most annihilating polemics to which 
that movement has ever been subjected. Basicelly, it is a very simple matter. So 
long as there exist in this world two or more major powers whick, by intent or com- 
pulsion, are imperialist in nature and which remain power-centers of military and 
economic struggle, it is absolutely impossible to create any genuine, meaningful 
world-government. For the major powers will not voluntarily surrender their sov- 
reignty; they will not, unless they succumb to a sudden case of feeble-mindedness , 
allow any other, minor powers to gain world dominance. (If they did, of course, the 
only difference would be that previously minor would now become major world powers.) 
An organization such as the United Nations simply provides an arena of propaganda 
to which the world struggle for power is transferred. The notion that some sort 
of genuine UN super-power could be developed, apart from and independent of the 
power of the United States, Britain or Russia, is preposterous; for it could only 
be an extension of the power of one of the dominant countries and would therefore 
merely duplicate, rather than solve, an already existing situation. 


We do not label the “world-government" idea a utopian chimera simply because it is 
difficult to achieve. That kind of realism we leave to others. We consider it a 
chimera because it involves a contradiction in terms: a world government under 
which the present major powers would te subsumed. Even in the realm of conception 


that is an absurdity. 


Now this is pointed out in some detail by Mr. Finer, though I must confess not nearly 
as succintly as I have done above.e In exploding this “world-government" nonsense 
he has performed a useful hygienic service, which should be remembered if anyone 
like Cord Meyer or Clarence Streit turns up again in Chicago. 





*America's Destiny, by Herman Finer. MacMillan, 407 pp. 
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But after this begins our quarrel with Mr. Finer - a deadly serious quarrel, too. 


Mr. Finer's central proposition is simple enough: Russia, by virtue of its totalitar- 
ianism and its compulsion to export that totalitarianism, is a menace to world 
peace. No kind of international arbitration can cvade or solve that problem. Brit-~- 
ain (towards which Mr. Finer feels kindly enough to engage in a weird attempt to 
whitewash its centuries of imperialism) is now a declining power, unable to play a 
decisive role in world affairs. This leaves only the U. S. as the bulwark of peace 
and democracy. The U. 8., sleeping giant that it is, had better wake up and real- 
ize that its destiny is to assume a leading position in world affairs, or to put it 
more bluntly, to stop Russia. 


These ideas are not unique to Mr, Finer: Messrs. Marshall and Truman possess the 
same wisdom. Where Mr. Finer's book gains its value is in its elaboration of the 
"liberal" apologia for the Truman-Marshall trend of thought in this country. Now 
without going into great detail, I want to cite the following points as what seem 
to me ineradicable difficulties in this "liberal" position: 


Mr. Finer advocates a "firm" policy - the phrase is endemic to these confused times - 
towards Russia. Very well, the U. S. government, apprised of its interests by the 
anti-Salinist "liberals", adopts a "firm" policy. Then the question arises: What 
next? 


Very possibly a "firm" policy by the U. S. government might in the immediate situa- 
tion cause Stalin to call a temporary halt to his westward expansion. Despite its 
extraordinarily rapid expansion, there remains reason to believe that Russia docs 
not want an immediate war - it would prefer one after it has had the opportunity to 
consolidate its conquests and perhaps do a bit of research in atomic fission, or 
whatever it is that happens to atoms. But if it is severely contained today, the 
only possible consequence will tc that the inevitable war (inevitable, that is, so 
long as the present contending forces remain in power) will be hastened rather than 
delayed. (In that sense, ty the by, Mr. Wallace is right when he claims that his 
policy will lessen the war danger: his appeasement of Stalin will postpone the 
showdown. ) 





This seems incontrovertible, unless one is willing to defend the highly doubtful 
proposition that a major, totalitarian, expanding power can be defeated by means 
short of its destruction in one way or another. No more than Hitler could be con- 
tained by soncessions can Stalin: the nature of class socictics in general, and 
their totalitarian variants in particular, exclude such containment. In fact, ro- 
cent events indicate that the socio-economic conflicts which precipitate world wars 
in modern history work, as it were, with a specdicr catalytic agent each time: the 
events of the past two years are the equivalent of the first five or six following 
Hitler's rule. 


But perhaps if Kussin is temporarily contained there would be a chance for provoking 
internal rebellion in the arca Stalin controls... Perhaps = but not by Messrs. Mar- 
shall, Truman, and Finer. For the one thing the masses of Europe, east and wost, 
seem to have learned and, come what may, are unwilling to unlearn, is the hopeless- 
ness and wretchedness of the old capitalist order in Europe and it is this order to 
the reconstitution of which Truman, Marshall and, willy-nilly, Finer are dedicated, 
That is precisely why Stalinism maintains the hold it has on the European masses; 

it speaks in the name - no matter with how little justification - of the new, of a 
change, of socialism. Truman, Marshall and - to the degree that he supports them - 
Finer speak in the name of the old. 
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Revolt against Stalinist tyranny in eastern Europe will, no doubt, come sooner or 
later, just as it came against Hitler's tyranny. But the program of Western capi- 
talism cannot stimulate or lead to victory those plebian elements that will revolt 
against their bureaucratic collectivist dictatorship. The decaying old cannot 
compete ideologically with the vicious new, 


We must conclude that so long as Stalinism and capitalism continue to oxist, war is 
inevitable. This is not apocalyptic doom-wishing; it is the hard, if unpleasant, 
fact. Resultantly, the anti-Stalinist "liberal" who has no perspective of an in- 
dependent socialist solution must face up to....war. There is no way out of it for 


him. 


But in that case, perhaps it is better to have the war now. For today we know the 
U. S. has the bomb, while Russia may not have it. So that if only from a humanitar- 
ian point of view, those in Mr, Finer's position should advocate a war now, today, 
immediately. For it is cloar that there will be less destruction of human life if 
only "we" have the bomb than if "they" have it too. 


Mr. Finer does not quite get around to facing thisissuc in his 407 pages of closely 
printed type, but if he wishes I am sure the editors of this magazine will grant 
him a page or two to spesk up. Why, from his point of view, should not the U. S. 
declare - or, better yet, launch - an atom war right now? 


Given his premises, all logic, all humanity leads to that conclusion. What holds him 
back other than the recognition that such a proposal might not now be received with 


wild cheering? 
But let us see the consequences of such a position: 


a) An atomic war launched by the U. S. against Russia can only result in throwing 
the European masses into the hands of Stalinism for a tragically long period of 
time. Obviously: can you imagine the propaganda advantage that would accrue to 
Stalin's agents if they could point to the U. S. as the brutal power that launched 
atomic destruction on Europe? And without the support of the European masses, it 
is highly doubtful if the U. 5. could subjugate Europe without the most prolonged, 
‘devastating and barbaric war. What would the face of Mr. Finer's brave new world 
be like then? Even more mottled than the one he and his friends promised us after 


this - that is, the last - war! 


b) What would be the internal consequences of an atomic war? What would be the 
possibility of retaining democracy at home in such a war? You may point to the 
fact that democracy was maintained in both Britain and the U. S. during this past 
war. That is true. But also notice that only Britain and the U. 5. could afford 
this "luxury" and that all the other powers, including France, had to resort to 
dictatorial measures of one sort or another to make possibie their total participa- 
tion in the war. The nature of modern war is such that it excrts the most powerful 
pressures on participating countrics to turn to internal totalitarianism. And rce- 
member further: that this one would be an atomic war, Finally, we might note that 
a further factor tending towards internal totalitarianization is that the coming 
war would be fought largely under a reactionary anti-communist ideology while the 
last one was presumed to be democratic and anti-fascist in purpose, 


c) But even if the U. 5, wins such a war, what will be the face of the earth after- 
wards? What will be the possibility of constituting any sort of decent life? Will 
not the war insure that which it is intended presumable to destroy: totalitarian- 
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ism of one sort or another? (Already we see that wherever the U. S. intervenes it 
does so to support reactionary forces such as the present Greek government, Chiang 
Kai-Shek, DeGaullc, the only effect of which is to drive the masses further into 
the arms of the Stalinists.) 


d) However, suppose - just suppose - the Russians do have the atom bomb already? 
Imagine then the kind of war it would be} In such 4n eventuality you do facc the 
possibility of a total destruction of civilization. And that is the dilemma of 
those whe are flirting with the notion of a war against Russia; they rest the fu- 
ture of humanity on the slemer reed of the hope that Russia dooesn’t have the bomb. 








* * * * 

There is the dilemma of Mr. Finer amd his coethinkers. Either war now, with its tor- 
rible consequences, or war later, with its equally - and perhaps even more - terri- 
ble consequences. And surely Mr, Finer is enough of a realist not to succumb to 
the absurdity that capitalist America and Stalinist Russia can live indefinitely in 
"peace." 


It is this dilemma which, in our opinion, substantiates the socialist position of op- 
position to both the capitalist and the Stalinist blocs and of attempting to con- 
struct a third socialist force. For Stalinism has sufficient surface dynamism 
(witness Czechotiovakia) to win the European masses unless an alternative other 
than capitalistin is presented. (There is of course the notion of such writers as 
Fritz Sternberg that the U. S. should foster socialist regimes in Europe against 
Russia. But the idea of this country fostering socialism is such a self-evident 
fantasy as not to require scrious discussion ),. 


Stalinism appeals to the masses on a unique basis: it combines within itself secom- 
ingly revolutionary appeals together with actuslly reactionary attitudes. It 
spoaks in the language of masses to whom the old socialist ideal remains as a pow- 
erful force but whose ways of life have been shaped by the fascist experience and 
the second world war. It is thereby able to appeal to those elements in Europe 
which feel that the old brand of capitalism is too renctionary and to those which 
feel it is too liberal. Agsinst - this capitalism is helpless. All the U. S. has 
is guns and money - which is, admittedly, a very great deal, but which can only 
mean victory after a long and terrible war. 


We should be fooling ourselves if we were to maintain that a socialist perspective - 





an independent socialist perspective - is in Evrope on easy matter at the present 
time. But it seems to us the only way of winning the masses of Europeans away from 
Stalinism, as well as of eracicating the social probicms that arc the legacy of 
decaying capitalism. No guaiantees are availiable in this notoriously insecure 
world for the success of such a policy; but, if nothing else, it is the only one 
which enables us to speak honestly and frankly of what is happening, the only one 
that does not require temporizing and equivocation and apologia. Whether such a 
socialist policy can succeed in gaining enough support to prevent an atomic war or 
can only serve to guide those who survive it to rebuild from the ashes of such a 
war, no one can predict in advance. All that can be said is that, in our opinion, 
it is the only way. 





Otherwise - and we return to our main point of criticism vis-a-vis Mr. Finer's book - 
there is only the prospect of war. Perhaps sooner, perhaps later; but war. And 
that is what is extraordinary about Mr. Finer: he is as a veritable hero in taking 
all the preliminary ideological steps that can only lead to a quick war; he is ready 
to take his chanoes ... until he really oomes struight up agains*: *he central issuc. 
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Aac then: silence. Why docs Mr. Finer develop such: remarkable reticence about. 
the socrnsequences of the position he advocates? Could it be that he realizes, like 
the famous Jewish joke, that if an atomio war breaks out “one can get killed here?" 


-- Irving Howe 


A Rejoinder to Mr. Howe 





As my time is concerned with research and teaching I shall only baldly state my ob- 
jections to the review of my book. 


1. It is said that the whole could have been put into a pamphict. That is wrong. 
It could have been put into one sentence. Mr. Howe is too loquacious. I can do 


it in less. 


2. His cliché or stereotype about "old fashioned British empiricism"; This temper 
of mind and kind of statecraft gained for the reviewer his present liberty to 
write freely whatever comes into his mind, even if it is nonsense. Let him be- 
ware lest he move away from the basis of the old-fashioned British empiricism, for 
if he does he will find himself cither a homicidal dictator, or a stalinist slave, 


or a fanatical priest. If the reviewer does not understand this, his education 


is still to come. 


3. I did not say only that the powers at odds today were "imperialist" - he has 
put that loaded piece of Leninist phraseology into my mouth. My notion of the 
power conflict is deeper than this, as the reviewer should know since he claims 
to have read the book through. "Imperialist" is a very, very shallow word: it's 
good as a slogan for chexts, but a contemptible triviality to a scientist, 


4, I have not apologised for Truman and Marshall in my book. I preceded them. 


My views are based on what the reviewer calls a "morass" and “treaty-mongering." 
I think the last word is a peach. It reveals the mind of the reviewer. 


5. The reviewer knows very well that I have not used only the word "firm" in sug- 
gesting the future of U. 5. policy. To say this is not to be honest with his 
readers. I repent this: it is not to be honest with his rcaders about the con- 
tents of the book. I appreciate his intention to be more succinct than my book 

is - but he lends himself open to the charge that he has fallen short of the truth. 








6. He talks of the "masses of Europe,” and what they have learned. I challenge 
him to produce the evidence. Which masses? Those who vote communist, or those 
who do not? Town or country? Which occupations? Where do the "masses" begin; 

at what social level? Moreover, I am not dedicated to "capitalism" as the review- 
er half-states, half insinuates. He knows that I do not. Why does he persist in 
stating what he must know is not the truth? If it is deliberate he should record 
shame; if he cannot help speaking in this way, whatever the contradiction of the 


facts, he should be relieved of responsibility. 


7+ He merely writesa pure legend when he says the European masses want "socialism." 


How does he know? What kind of "socialism": democratic or Moscow socialism? It 


is unworthy of an educated man to declare that this is what causes Stalinism to 


have its hold on the masses. 
ders that are discovered to be necessary. 


He omite the fraud, force, corruption, unt any mur- 
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8. He hates his notion of capitalism so much that he has accepted the communist 
identification of democracy with capitalism. This is oa basic error of education 
and good sense, 

-- Herman Finer. 


In Reply to Professor Finer 





Mr. Finer's rejoinder to my review is written in a tone far less temperate than his 
book; apparently he has been irritated cnough by my remarks to drop his academic 
circumlocutions in favor of some very sharp comments. Which is to the good, since 
readers who glance at his rejoinder will be spared the trouble of reading his book. 
My sole regret is that he did not trouble to asnwer the questions I raised about 
the relation between his point of view and the possible desirability of an immedi- 
ate war. His is the heroism of those who swim on shore. 


The only serious political point raised in his rejoinder is point 7. How do we know 
the masses of ®uropean workers want socialism (I leave to sociology seminars the 
Splitting definition of mass, its sub-class, its mutations, its anatomy, its vari- 
ations = all but its meaning,which is known to any mildly aware person)? Because 
they vote, especially in western Europe which has a larger industrial proletariat 
than eastern Europe, for what they mistakenly believe are the parties which can 
bring socialism - the Social Democrats and Stalinists,. That the Stalinists uso 
terror and force we need hardly be reminded. But this is not a sufficient explana- 
tion for the fact that masses of workers in France and Italy support them politi- 
cally in free elections. The point is that millions of Europeans, sick to the 
stomack of a decayed social system, turn desperately and mistakenly to Stalinism 
for a way out. And my whole argument agninst Mr. Finer and his coethinkers is that 
by supporting Western capitalism they help drive the masses still further into the 
hands of Stalinism; by supporting the policy which helps, willy-nilly, perpetuate 
capitalism in Europe they confirm the mistaken notion that the Stalinists offer a 
way out. The liberals who support western capitalism have no genuine, dynamic al- 
ternative to offer: they cling to the dying old out of legitimate horror of the 
barbaric new (Stalinism); but this very defensive gesture helps the Stalinists dom- 
inate tho west European working class. 


Mr. Finer is therefore in error when he remarks that I have so closely coupled my 
notion of capitalism with democracy thrt I accept the "communist identification" of 
the two. Quite the contrary. It is because I so highly value the democratic tradi- 
tion that I wish to preserve it by the only viable means of which I am aware - 
socialism. It is for this reason that I say (not "insinuate") that Mr. Finer's 
policy is one of in fact supporting capitalism. That he may think socialism desir- 
able secms to me irrelevant to the actual effect of his politics. 


Finally; Mr. Finer is outraged at my scorn of his “treaty-mongering," that is, my 
low opinion of his characteristically professorial respect for what, in this imper- 
jalist world, are what Kaiser Wilhelm accuratcly called pieces of paper. He thinks 
the word “treaty-mongering" is a “peach.” A line or two before, however, he re- 
marks that “imperialist” is a "very shallow word - a good slogan for cheats." 








There we have it: and there you may judge for yourselves. Which is the poach and 
which the stone? 





-- Irving Howe 
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CIVIL LIBERTIES FOR STALINISTS 





From the Viewpoint of a Liberal 





With tension rising between the United States and the Soviet Union and, in part, as 
@ result of the late war, wo are witnessing an increasing number of casos involv- 
ing the repression'of a political tendency which in the last twenty years or more 
has been primarily noted for its political connections with the Russian adminis- 
tration. Within the past few years the Stalinist party has been cited as disloyal 
by the Attorney General; a proposal for the outlawing of that party has been sug- 
gested by the Secretary of Labor; a "loyalty program" aimed primarily at olimin- 
ating Stalinist members and sympathizers is proceeding in the federal administra- 
tion; a number of leaders of the Communist party are in tho process of boing 
deported; and some of their number have been found guilty of "contempt of Congress’? 
In connection with these events liberals and radicals, anxious for the preserva- 
tion of civil liberties, find themselves faced with a problem, namely, what actions 
taken against the Stalinists can be justified from 4 liberal point of view. 


This problem is naturally complicated by the fact that the Stalinists in power do 
not tolerate a legal opposition and by the long history of Stalinist attempts to 
take over liberal and labor organizations. This history can easily be recalled if 
we consider the Federated Farmer-Labor Party, the Workmen's Circle, the American 
Youth Congress, the American Student Union and the. United Automobile Workers Un- 
ion, to mention only a few. (In the case of the Workmen's Circle and the UAW, 
their efforts were of course unsuccessful.) 


In this situation some liberals, taking the position that the Stalinists should be 
defeated at all costs, urge their complete suppression on the grounds that they 
are totalitarian. Other “liberals" urge that any opposition to communists as come 
munists in any context, whether in the state or in any political group is "red- 
baiting" and hence decry any opposition to Stalinists as such. Neithor of these 
attitudes represents the viewpoint of liberalism. 


In the presentation of this view, it is necessary to distinguish between organiza- 
tions in which membershipis in effect compulsory or nearly so and voluntary asso- 
ciations directed towards a certain object. In compulsory organizations, the most 
important of which is the national state, the liberal view is that, within cer- 
tain limits, civil liberties ought to be denied no one, regardless of the opinions 
expressed. On this basis, a citizen's right to speak, to agitate, to publish and 
to broadcast should not be taken away by a governmental body or by public action 
unless this interferes with other people's rights, unless a person is libelled 
or unless there exists a “clear and present darger" to the maintainance of the 
(state) institution. On these principles, the fulfillment of Secretary Schwellen- 
bach's proposal for the outlawing of the C. P, would be a violation of civil 
liberties. Communists should have the right to their party organizations, press 
and literature. In certain respects, their rights would be less than they would 
wish. They would not, for example, have the right to break up through the use of 
blunt implements, chairs, clubs, eggs, etc. other people's meetings, as they did 
the Socialist-sponsored meeting protesting the shelling of workers homes by Ause 
trian fascists in Madison Square Garden in February, 1934. Thoy will not have 
the right to gun political opponents down, as they did Mark Rein, the son of 
Rafael Abromowitch, a leader of the Labor and Socialist International, in Spain. 
Furthermore, the legality of their organizations does not carry with it the 
obligation on anyone's part to help them in any way; and if, through public ne- 
glect, thoy shrank to obscurity, they would of course havo no complaint. 
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The situation is somewhat different in the case of voluntary organizations. Here 
the membership of the organization has the right to preserve the purpose of the 
organization from people who would join to divert it from its original purpose. 
If this involves, and it often does, the exclusion of Communists from a liberal 
organization, or of socialists from a communist organization, the civil liberties 
of those excluded are not thereby violated. They, of course, have the right to 
organize their own organization in the field, as the Stalinists did in organizing 
the Civil Rights Congress after they failed to take over the American Civil Lib- 
erties Union. After all, the right of communists to maintain organizations de- 
voted to their ends does not take away from liberals the right to maintain their 
organizations. Even where an organization does not bar Communists, there is no 
obligation on the part of the membership to allow the election of people who will 
attempt to use the organization in a way not acceptable to the membership. Hence, 
in many contexts, a communist may be opposed as such without any deprivation of 
his rights occurring. Indeed, experience has shown that Communists have used 
organizations of varied nature, from religious groups to organizations for folk 
songs, as media for the spread of "progressive" propaganda. 


special question arises in connection with deportations. In general, an alien in 
a foreign land should have similar rights of free speech, etc., as belong to any 
other individual. But when a citizen of a country, subject to the laws of that 
country, goes to another country and then propagandizes uncritically for the laws 
of his own country, he can rightly be regarded as a propaganda agent of his 
country and hence subject to whatever restrictions such agents may be subjected 
to. The same, of course, applies where the person is an agent of an internation- 
al body. This does not mean that all such agents should be muzzled or deported. 
Rather the prima facie presumption is against the wisdom of deporting anyone on 
grounds connected with ideology. If, however, as in the case of Fritz Kuhn, 
there appears good and ample reason for the deportation, his rights are not be- 
ing trampled on. It goes without saying that it is contrary to liberal princi- 
ples to deport anyone into the hands of an executioner, except in the case of 
criminals under extradition laws. Thus, no liberal would advocate deporting a 
liberal or a Communist to Spain or a liberal or a socialist to the Soviet Union. 





From the point of view of liberal democracy, principles like the above should guide 
our attitude towards the communists, the fascists and other totalitarians. This 
holds not only under the present system, but also under a socialist government. 
Naturally any attempt on the part of totalitarians (or others, for that matter) 
to overthrow by force an order which allows for the peaceful conversion and elec- 
tion by all minorities would be opposed by liberals, now and under socialism. 
Liberals, therefore, will continue to struggle for the civil liberties of all and 
will continue to oppose any attempt to foist a totalitarian system on their re- 
spective countries. 


-- Norman Martin 
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(The editors of this magazine wish to make it clear that the views ex- 
pressed in the communication below have little in common with those 
either of Student Partisan or the Politics Club. We publish it in the 
interests of maintaining a tradition of democratic discussion within 
the pages of Student Partisan.) 








THE NEW APPEAL 





The American working class must receive a new appeal to overthrow the injustice of 
capitalism. The old appeal has failed, It can never succeed. 


Proof? Let's look at the record. It is generally agreed that socialist revolutions 
can only succeed in industrially, culturally and technically advanced countries; 
yet in no country of that type - including the most advanced in at least two of 
these respects, the United States - has a socialist revolution takon place. The 
workers are apathetic and cynical. 


Responsible for this apathy and cynicism is the nature of the present left-wing move- 
ment - the old appeal - with its two most glaring faults: subordination of the 
workers’ aspirations to party programs and dogma as practiced by the suppression 
of minority opinion, and the expulsion of dissidents, which we may call bureaucrat- 
ism; and bypassing of true revolutionary achievements and forfeiture of revolution- 
ary consistency of deal for small and temporary gains, which we may call opportun- 
ism. Sadly but truly, these faults are found in every segment of the radical 
movement: completely undiluted in the Communist party, since its program and 
position are conditioned by the position of a foreign power (whose interests are 
opposed to both the working class and the socialist revolution); to a slightly 
smaller extent in the socialists with their allegiance in practice to the preserv- 
ation of as much of capitalism as possible; and even among the groups of Trotsky- 
ists, bending over backwards to appear different from the SP am CP, and not fool- 
ing anybody but their own partisans. It is not unreasormble to suspect that these 
latter would resemble the others even more closely if they were somewhat larger, 


The American worker cannot be expected to cast in his lot with such groups. To 
arouse his confidence and revolutionary spirit, a group must practice what it 
preaches, and it can only do this if it is not burocratic ami not opportunist. 
This means, in effect, that it would be agreed on and convinced of the primary im- 


portance of a program such as the following: 


1. to stamp out all systems of exploitation of one class by another; 

2. to destroy the degenerate oligarchies which today bleed the workers’ 
organizations of 99% of their effectiveness; 

3. to repudiate the party politician, helping the workers to build their 
own means of political expression; 

4. to prevent degeneration of the revolution by guaranteeing the workers 
sufficient power to destroy any would-be Stalin, 


Clearly, the achievement of the first aim depends on the achievement of the other 
three aims, and its means must be a composite of the other three's means. The 
achievement of the second two prepares the revolution, that of the last safeguards 


it. Let's examine these means more closely. 


First, to destroy the degenerate oligarchies - the ruling cliques in the labor unions, 
cooperatives, and farmers’ organizations - we must increase the importance of the 
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individual members, No scheme of voting - majority rule, proportional representa- 
tion, or cumulative voting - can have that effect to a sufficient extent, Under 
all of them a select group of burocrats oontinues to have the self-assumed power 

of "interpreting the members' desires." The new appeal must insist that the mem- 
bers themselves have that power. In order to get it, they must insist on more 
local autonomy, more universally arrived at decisions, and less specialization of 
tasks. This system will ultimately have the effect of making the workers more con- 
scious of the situation at hand and what they can do about it. The work will be 
done more quickly and more completely because the members will understand its im- 
portance. 


Second, to repudiate the party politician effectively involves complete destruction 
of the governmental framework which produces politi@és and its consequences, but 
since that involves a revolution, the people must be content in the interim to 
voice their opposition through an independent political group. But great care must 
be exercised in the building and handling of such an organization. It is not the 
instrument for building the revolution, although it helps; therefore, burocratiza- 
tion and an all-inclusive program are unnecessary, and consequently undesirable. 
The "party" would not try to elect burocrats - mayors, governors, dog-catchers, 
etce, or soil itself in other ways by participation in a capitalist government, 

but if it could elect representatives (without suffering suppression), these rep- 
resentatives would make no compromise with or concession to the political represen- 
tatives of capitalism or opportunism. Their usefulness would be their propagane 
distic effect - agitating for the substitution of workers’ control for the present 
bourgeois government = their only votes, votes for moasures which improve the lot 
of working people (and not of one segment of working people at the expense of 
others). On questions pertaining only to capitalist and burocratic faction fights, 
they would abstain. this policy would sharply delineate the capitalist-burocratic 
opposition to the working elass, and thereby hasten the revolution which the peo- 
ple and not the party would control. 


With the workers in control of the revolutionary organizations and fitted to deal 





with revolutionary situations by virtue of the added responsibility and freedom 
gained by them from that control, it is nonsense to expect them to yield the power 
to a burocratic state, and a heinous crime to try to force them to do so. 


This program is necessarily simple and general. Any further programmatizing would 
mean burocratic thought control and subordination of the revolutionary desire to 
matters that should be dealt with only after the revolution. It should be quite 
slear that the only reason for building up such a program from absolute zero is 
that no other will work. The programs of the various opportunists - SP, CP, and 
their splinters - offer, besides their inevitable betrayal of the working people, 
@ waiting period of ten or more years, by which time wo should all be cremated 
equal. It is necessary now to enlighten and enliven the people, to eliminate the 
sell-out artists, and to prepare for the new free society while building it. 


ow Je Fe 
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DOCUMENTS 





FOR A NATIONAL STUDENT SOCIALIST FEDERATION 





The present period of political passivity (conditioned primarily by the economic pros- 
perity of the country) is reflected on the campuses by the absence of any powerful 
student socialist movement. There is no independent organization of protest against 
capitalist society which at the same time maintains itself independent of Stalinism. 
It is largely this fact which permits the Stalinists to pose as the “left wing" in 
spite of the fact that their pro-Russian orientation makes their totalitarian char- 
acter apparent. Further, the absence of any other pole of attraction leaves those 
individuals who are alienated by the character of Stalinism and are seeking a more 
radical solution than that offered by liberalism with no place to go. 


Yet if conditions are not exactly favorable for a flowering of student radicalism, 
nevertheless the situation is not altogether hopeless or unalterable. There exist 
on many campuses throughout the country socialist discussion and action groups as 
well as isolated individuals sympathetic to socialism. Such groups to our knowledge 
exist at the Universities of Wisconsin, Illinois, Iowa and Chicago, as well as at 

-Roosevelt College (Chicago) and other smaller schools in the mid-west. In addition 
we have heari of others both in the east and on the west coast. Unfortunately, the 
effectiveness which most of these groups might have is sharply reduced by their 
isolation and the uncoordinated character of their activity. Just one example of 
what this means is the fact that there is no national organ for socialist students, 
although several of the groups put out local magazines such as our STUDENT PARTISAN, 


In view of this situation, Politics Club would like to assume the initiative in sug- 
gesting that a national student socialist federation be founded whose genéral pur- 
pose would be to carry-on general socialist propaganda, to issue a national student 
magazine, to coordinate activities of various groups within a given area on particu- 
lar projects, to provide a pole of attraction for people interested in socialism 
who would otherwise remain inactive, to extend their influence and organization, 
and: te-provide an opportunity for the exchange of ideas between socialist students 


throughout the country. 


We realize that the difficulties involved in carrying out this project are numerous. 
Many of the groups have different origins and backgrounds; some have different or- 
ganizational attachmerits of one degree or another. These create difficulties of 
communication and sometimes engender mutual suspicion. There is the tremendous 
weight of inertia which is extremely discouraging. And, as important as anything 
eise, there are material difficulties which make aataiabaaiale the holding of confer- 


ences, etc. 


But we are not willing to accept these difficulties as idduéeriiudb . We have found it 
possible, both within and outside of the Politics Club, to work with individuals and 
groups of differing political opinions; we see no reason why that could not be done 

on a larger scale, providing that there is sincerity and integrity.on all sides. 
The need for such an organization is pressing; perhaps this is sufficient to over- 
come the inertia. And finally, the material problems can always be overcome if 
people are sufficiently interested to make the necessary sacrifices. 


We urge all groups to discuss this proposal and let us know their opinions, whether 
favorable or not. Any suggestions of a concrete character will also be welcomed, 
whether they come from groups or from interested persons. All communications should 
-bé directed to POLITICS CLUB, c/o Reynolds Club, University of Chicago, and we 
promise to answer promptly. -- Executive Committee, POLITICS CLUB 
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